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‘IH fa*# op) 1 hr ff f# RS f#TT SRT I 

RTf#f #, ft# RTf#f sis f# rr # -sriTrqf 

7# SSRS SST # % fclR # W RRT I 

( viii) RTf## % f?#R f*SR£ SRI RSJS fftTR RS 

■HURT % •BRTftFfftT RR # 'ttifcrl % WT R, 

W# # f#R3: R# SRT f##T % ffts; TgSTT RSTI 

(ix) ^1 WTfl, 1997 ^30 ftmOR, 1997 # 3?Rf^% 

"' ffts; # s# *ff i 

(x) '<£fa?ff f## % 1#E 16 % 31^, ^ f##T %3 
3IIW R# # #f cRR/arm, S# f#TO Rift# 
#RSTf#RT[^3fasSR7:RSS f##TRf RT $S 
f##T -ff T£ft tRf f#TR f#TT RRT 11 

T3T. STTrffS JTRR# , «nf ^f^5R Rt^STT, 3TTSS# #T 
3FS fosSIS MlR# # f#TTTI 

2 . RKcflnssns#, Rif y$iR'i c ti , -tii$ 4 H, 

sttrts# # spr ft-tro RifJftf sis rrrs f #7 rs; 

IRS# # 5# RR S##T 'ASST# ff RriRI RRT 
taik^mst, ### SRISR# RTfftn#R# 11 

S. ftWRTtfN SSTTR, TRTPT afft S## 3#R 

3. f#TTS#S SSTTS, T## S#S #7; SRFT SRg# % 
#1 Af #f f#IS Riff 11 3TS: ftTRTS#S SSSS, 
2## S#R 3ftT SSTS RSJ# RT RS# 3Tf#jf# 
3TfcfH faw# 37Rf#fifa 11 

S. RTSS 

4. ®Tlf M^hRr1<+> RTT?SR RPR# % RT3S RRT 4I£T RTf#! 

## At f#gs ^ssr #11 tirr# A sirt f#n t t# 

RR#-f#W:, 1997 # SIR# % frlR RTTS # 
f#r SR S#T f#f«if % S# Af RTSS Rif# R1JS# 
=hH % I f#T fWcfl ■flftlif Rlf#l(l SKI SPJRSTJSR 
SET## RT fftRR S# fR At f IE# A SIRT IRtRT 

$ f# «r#fe Ai s## rrr ■# t# ■gnHT # 

RR# TRRTR % RRT RR f^RI 11#!% MftuWW>i 
«TTf#S % R^?ft RMT if RR% fft# TJ?R RIR ^ 
Rft tl 

- 5. RTfRR# % R# ^ |R ^ ^ RRR RRfRT 
3TRTR RT, ftlRR 22 % 3TJTTR ^SIIR # ftfT 
RlftlRTlfl ski 3lf#ftR RRR Rlftiftf RRTRT St RRT ^ I 
Rif## % 3TTR7RRT RR# Rftt #RT RRT R# SRT ^ 
R^ TJRRT # # I ### ^ R# SRT f#7 RR. 

ftT#if%##3RT3RRlf#TRiT-^; ffttrfTRI 1#TT f 
f#T% fRRTRI RT -3# R# # RRt % l 

6. ^IftT RTfRRT RR RRftFT R# SRT # RRf fftfjFRf 

% W -^f RI23T Rif# RR TfT: ftlRfTR t, Rif## 
^t, %rr Rf 3ITR7RRI RR?n, R# % RfeR RT T#f 


RfR R# % RTS RISR RlftfR RIT "JS: Pi4k>! 1 f#TT 
11RTZR RRT RTSR Rlftfs, R# SW Sf RRf 1JRRT % 
aRRTCRT fRftRSftFRTRRlt IR#SRTf#?RSSIRf 
# RRR SRT RISR Rlf#T % #R Rif## SRT 
RR# #R f#r%ftss % t : — 

7. HIRI'R TJW :RRff^STSl1fti’mt‘ s H lJ 1 ; ffSTORIES' 

3 trM rtrr: # r# #f#ff % afras f#ff 

TjpR #, HIRER TJJJR SR ST# RiT 3RRR RFfl RT 
RSTSI11R# % 1## RMT # #f f^f#ff 
SS #^-3T5RR f#RR 1SRT t #7 SIRT f#TT 11# 
RTg#gtf##t faf#Tf%Rft^ RlffS af l HS ft)# 

TJSR # RTRRR ij?R fsf#S RT# % f# ^RRK 
#fSiR f#ll RTS I 

8. RTf## ^ Ste RtiRI ftT qi<fl ^ f#RRS RTST % 
SSTTSS # «IRSf WHS RS f#7RT fSRT 11 SWISS 
STIRS # Rfs Tf RST SR1ST t ftfl RTT 3T#T #^T 
f#t T|#f $ 3Tf#T 11 3TS: SS #t #Tff RT TRR 
S^f fSRT fft# Rif #f «ff I Rif## % 
f#TT fftl # #ff RSTR’i'jf f #T RTRRR TJ?R SR 
SB# % RR#R % f# Rf#Tf#RSR f I 

9. ^JFR % ^#T ^ R# SIR ft# Rl? S# 

SRT RTf## sis ss# f#rf#as % aTJRR 

t:~ 

STRT 

RT. y?: RFff %SIRtfwt%^^#RTRR:^RT?I 
%RI % f^R# S# 3T® RTF# % SIR TJF# # ### ST# JS 

RTf#T# STS SiTr : 

RTf## % #S 1#TT #T RRff SRT f# RTT STRT f#TT 
RRT t ^ ^ #S# ^S##S#^lft^^if#RI#STS 
■ftlfSvRf ftiRIS#R#"f 3TS: RTf## ftiv, (J4f # 3T#ftfS 
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fcFRT RRT 'STRT 

IS. *Tf)VH :RT#ftS!SI Ml t S# 3T#W####3 

# Rif S# fftlftiRf RT S#?R f#T % IRSR^STSfffSRSRSfftR 
SR SSIRTsh 3#S f#ff iJS# # f#IT RtTST Rif# I 

3lfVR># gKl : 

RlfRS# ^ #S f#TT f# RTSf SIS 3T# RTf# ^ ^ RRT # 
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3TS: Rif## '5S# fcTS T|S # ST^RfcT R# #T I 

f#RT SRT STRT 

R. VTc# WyT : f#fsRT % S## RIRIT ^ RRRf#f STS 

# RRf S# fftfif# SRT S## RT^ RT f#S RR ^ST S# % 
3TTRTT RT S## R# Rif RTR Rif I 
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yifacfclfl SRT ^itft 

RTfftfRft ft ?nft feni hrirUh Rft a^trRr ft ft ft RRffft 
RF TRftft RFRTT Tf ftt ^TRF TRfftft RT Rift SITf TRftft Rift RT 
Iftft RR Tgft m RTRlfTR ft | 

fftRT RRT RTRT 

R. TanRf: Rift ft RTRT fftRT ftfft FRft RlfftR ft STRft 
UTpfif Rft RRTT RT RM ftRF ft fRRRft WTR 3 T?ft fftftft 

ft fcTR <TRTT ^ ftftTF STRfft % 3TTRIT RT fftftt *JI?Rf ft RZTTf "Rift 
Rilftir. I 

yifir<*iifl grcrRfa 

RlfftcbiO % ^Tlft IcTQF TWlftM'l ftt s^nfci ft ft ft e tftT ( t> 

RF Rl41 STTT TRftft RMIT ft ftt J lft fiFsft RT fftiF, RTJ FJRJT % 
3TTRTT RTft1 RRTfft, RlfftRFfft ft RTRT ft % RTTR 3 RR; fftlfa 
ft ^ cTRR RT ft I RlfftRRft % ^Tpit ft ftftfftT TJRRT % fftR 
SffttR IftRT #T RTRT ftl fMrfjff % W ft 'ft 3RTT ftt faf&ft 
ft Pm, TJJFR TTRrRTRFF RT IftRk fftRT ft I 

fftRT RRTSTRT 

^ ft t r t sR ftr R,m R rrft Rr ftfl RiftyH .—-rf strt 

fftRT RRT 'ft fft RRRfft ftt 3TRft ITTFftf "ft "ft" nft ft RTtft RTRT Rift 
% fftr?; T5rft RRRT RST ft fftRftl WTF, TRftf) RTRTT ft ftf Rftt 
fftfftft RR RRRft SRT fft* RR; RiTT RiftfaH % OTRR RT faftt 
TJftff ft R3T^ "Rift RlfftR I 

RfftRFTft ETTT R?R 

Rif*RFrft ft wftr fftR tjrtr[rr ftt ar-pfft ft ftf ft RRffft 
RF TRftftt RTRR ft Rft ‘i4l fftfftjftl Rt Rlftt SKf (ftiR, R^ 33fft RT 
3RRTftR ftl 

10. PirM 'JJ?R: —Rlftt ft Rkci R?F fftift RR ^T*ft IftRftft % 
RrlH ftfcRTftRRT Ift^fd "q^R % aflRR ftr 3RRR RT fftRftt " 5 |^R Rft 
RTR Rft ft I Rlfti ft RRR R?F fftft T IR Pl'ftcii ftr ftfrftRR tRRW fft^ 
ftl RRft ft fttRT^ fftRfR TJ5R ft fftPftftSrr TJfR RRIR^R 

RRRlfeTftFRftl 

fftTRT RRT ^TRT : — 

rt. fftftyft RTfT aftrftftn- ; —I hrIm ft, w Rft fftft 

RR fftR(ft< ft"5 ftR aftHR Rift % 3RRR RI Rlt 

fttftRftRTRRftftl 

RTfftRTlft 1RT RftR 

RlftRFlft ft TR% "fftTR RRRftRR Rft RTJRfft ft ftt ft RRffe 

RIJ - RlXrl Rpt fftiR ftR RfttflK RT Rlftl 5RI fftiR RR <a4 ft) 3RRRRT 

tl 

fftvRT RRT RTRT 

f3. ^ftTftRT^T :—RTftt ft snftfeftRftif^R) RRftRT% 
^TRftftt RftRFT ftft RRTRtRIR Rft RTR Rft ft I 


arfftRTTft ETCT ^TRR 

RlfftRRft ft 'paftr %R WRFfrsH Rft 3T^Rfft ft ftt ft RRtfftr 

R^ RTRT R?F fftiRRR P*)fdl RT Rift SKI y. RR <3tft ftr 3RRK RT 

ft I 

fcFRT RRT RTRT 

R. Rftft RRTT RRT fi^RRR Rft RF n R fl R RRTT ;— 

fftRfRRT ft fftR, fftfRT '5TR Mliy, RR ftlRIRft % 3RRR RT 
RRlftRR RtRT ft I 

RTfftRrrft ■0TR "RtR 

RlfftRilft ft ^Rfti fftR RRTRtRR Rft ST^RfcT ft ft ft RRffftr 
RF RTRT RTt fft>R RR fftRfft RT RFft 'SIR fftiR RRTjft % 3RRTC RT 

ftl 

11. RRftRR 3RRTT RT RIcHRlf^H fftRt?T RpFR ^ 7.86 
Rfft?IR 3RRT ft | 

R. ^rfft RRT RiTTRTTrRW TTRU 

12. RRT 1JR FFRi| WRfttft >^lciF TflHI ^(r*b ^ifl <1^1 RFFRT 

RlfftR Rt Rftf W RIR RR tftRRR RRft % %R ftCK RRTRT RT3H 
RlfftfR RcfRTR RI2R "ftftt TftRT ^JPRT RT fftRTT fft>R fftFTI ^ifft 
RftTftRTf I RlfftRTTftft RTTftRRTRFRRft%%R"ftftR 
RRRRfftRrfRtftiRrft fRR^i fftR^IfiRR lelfftft'F, R^hRi 

Rsft cftFR RR ftTftfftftlfte Ril?<*K ftF %lRR^TT 

ft RRfRT TJRRT RRRW RRTl^ I Rf RIRI RRT ft % RTR RRftl ft 
STPRITf RR iftfeF "»JF?R, Rtft RftHH Rd-uVft TftRI ^RT RT i%RK 
Rftf ’fftiRT RFFRT ft, ft TRft# RRtR % RfftR fWt TJcR ft RFR RF I 
3RT: RlfftRilft R>t TFR ft fft Rfft RlfRlR RTSRftft TftRT^RT Rftf 
RFRIRT RITIT ft ft TRftft "RcftR ftt Flfft fttft I 

RT. stfcTR fftrSK^ 

13. RRTftR RT f^TRR RFTft ^R RlfftRRft RR Pwft ftfft :— 

RF. RTF? RftifftRF RR^RT RF»Rft fftlo % TJRf RR RT Rift ft 
fftqffftr RR^RT RR RTTR ft 3TRft TRRF^R 'JRR ft 

ft ft RT fftRfcF fftRT RRT I 

fa. Rfft RTT^tRFRI RRT RFRRftft fttRT^RRF F2I fftRT "RTTTF ft 
ft TRftft TjfttR Rft RRftl IftftR Flfft ftft I 

R. RT$ TftrfHRF RR^RT Rkr 41 fftPftS' ft 31TRTft fti RRT’R 
ftcT ftft I 

14. RTf$5 tJRT % RT RFT ft f-'lftfftd R^fftRF RR^RT ft 
31TRFft RT RTT^RTRRffft ftftfT^fRF ^Tlft W1 ftftr RIRT 
RRT ft I RTRRTtft ^JRRF Ro 5039 3rfft ftftftRF RR ftRT I 

15. RRTtRR ft 3lftR TFft ^TF STfftTJRRT dldWF 14 3TR^RT, 

1997 SKI 3lfftTjfRR ftfflH RTRftRfftl ft I 

16. ft ^ftRft 3TfftPlRM ft aR^TTlT 

RFTRR, n.'Wi^'Ji TTRT ftc6 (STftfttR'fft^JRRTR?F 
ftt^TRRFft ftl 

tRt "fftTR ?R, RRRTfftT 3ftftRRft 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 1st April, 1999 

Subject —Review of Anti-dumping duties concerning 
imports of acrylic fibre—final findings. 

38/4/97/ADD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff 
Act l S>75 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, 1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The Procedure described below has been followed: 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to 
as Authory ), under the Rules, received written 
application from M/s Thai Acrylic Fibre Co., Ltd., 
Thailand (also referred to as petitioner in this 
notification), requesting review of anti-dumping 
duty originating in or exported from Thailand; 

(ii) The Authority, on the basis of sufficent evidence 
submitted by the petitioner, decided to initiate 
review investigations against imports of acrylic fibre 
by the petitioner. The Authority issued a public 
notice dated 14th July, 1998 published in the Gazette 
of India, Extraordinary, initiating review 
investigations concerning imports of acrylic fibre 
exported by the petitioner; 

(iii) The investigations concluded by the Authority vide 
notification dated 14th Oct., 1997 have been referred 
to as “the previous investigations” in this 
notification; 

(iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice 
to all the known importers and consumers of acrylic 
fibre in India (whose details were made available 
in the previous investigations) and advised them to 
make their views known in writing within forty days 
from the date of the letter. A questionnaire was also 
sent to the known importers and/or consumers 
calling for necessary information in accordance with 
rule 6(4); 

(v) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise 
and Customs (CBEC) to arrange details of imports 
of acrylic fibre in India during the period of review. 
No response has, however, been received from 
CBEC. 

(vi) A questionnaire was sent to the following three 
producers of acrylic fibre in India, calling for 
necessary information in accordance with rule 6(4). 
All the three companies their response; 

(a) Indian Acrylics Ltd., 

(b) Pasupati Acrylon Ltd., 

(c) Consolidated Fibres & Chemicals Ltd. 

(vii) The Authority had a public hearing on 15th Dec,, 
1998 to hear the views orally. The parties attending 


the public hearing were requested to file written 
submissions of the views expressed orally. The 
parties were advised to collect copies of the views 
expressed by the opposing parties and were 
requested to offer their rebuttals; 

(viii) The Authority kept available non-confidential 
version of the evidence presented by various 
interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained and kept open for inspection by an 
intrested party; 

(ix) Investigation was carried out for the period starting 
from 1st Jan ., 1997 to 30th Sept., 1997; 

(x) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the 
essential facts/basis considered for these findings 
were disclosed to all known interested parties and 
comments received on the same have also been duly 
considered in these findings. 

B. VIEWS OF INDIAN PRODUCERS, THAI 
ACRYLIC FIBRE, IMPORTERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES 

2. Views expressed by the Indian producers of acrylic 
fibre, Thai Acrylic Fibre, importers and other 
interested parties have been brought in the relevant 
paragraphs in this notification alongwith 
examination of the same by the Authority. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION, 
DOMESTIC INDUSTRY AND LIKE 
ARTICLES 

3. There is no argument on the product under 
consideration, domestic industry and like articles. 
The final findings notified earlier on the product 
under consideration, domestic industry and like 
articles are, therefore, unchanged. 

D. DUMPING 

4. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. filed detailed information 
with regard to the dumping and dumping margin. 
The company claimed that the dumping margin in 
respect of their exports to India for the period Jan., 
Sept., 1997 is de-minimus, even while considering 
the price adjustments allowed by the authority in 
the previous investigations. The petitioner has 
claimed that the protection granted to it in the 
domestic market in Thailand was reduced by their 
Government, resulting in reduction in their selling 
prices in the domestic market in Thailand. 

5. The Authority initiated review investigations in 
accordance with Rule 22 on the basis of sufficient 
prime-facie information furnished by the petitioner 
that the dumping margin assessed by the Authority 
had eliminated. The Authority verified the 
information furnished by the petitioner to the extent 
deemed necessary. The Authority has reassessed the 
dumping margin in respect of the exports made by 
the petitioner, details of which have been discussed 
hereunder. 


[MPT I—T3P^ 1] 


■HKfl ^iT : 3TOPTR D T 


5 


Since the purpose of the present investigations is to 
reassess the dumpng margin in respect of the sales 
made by the pctii i p;r, the Authority has reassessed 
the dumping margin after conducting such 
verification at the premises of the petitioner as 
deemed fit. The dumping and dumping margin has 
been determined on the basis of the information 
furnished by the petitioner.The claims made by the 
petitioner and examination of the same by the 
Authority with regard to dumping and dumping 
margin are as follows: 

Normal value: The petitioner has claimed that the 
average selling price of the sales made by the 
company in the domestic market in Thailand can 
be considered as the basis for determination of 
normal value. The petitioner has furnished 
transactionwise details of all sales made in the home 
market and has claimed that the weighted average 
selling price in respect of the sales made in Thailand 
be adopted as the basis for determination of normal 
value. 

8. The Authority notes that the petitioner has furnished 
details of its cost of production for the subject goods, 
Scrutiny of the cost of production reveals that the 
same is above selling prices in a number of 
transactions. The Authority has, therefore, 
disregarded all those transactions which were found 
to be at a loss. The Authority notes that the 
remaining transactions are significant and 
representative for the purpose of determination of 
normal value. 

9. The claims made by the petitioner with regard to 
price adjustments and examination of the same by 
the Authority are as under: 

Claims made: 

a. Discounts: The petitioner has claimed that it has 
sold goods in the domestic market, wherein it 
has given discounts from the prices negotiated 
with some of the customers. 

Examination by the Authority: 

The Authority notes that the discounts claimed by 
the petitioner are not the discounts given in the 
invoices. These are the discounts given by the 
petitioner subsequent to sales. The Authority, 
therefore, disallows discounts on this account, 

Claims made: 

b. Commission: The petitioner has claimed that it 
has paid commission on the sales made to one of 
its customers. The commission paid to the 

“ company should be adjusted from the average 
selling prices. 

Examination by the Authority: 

The Authority notes that the commission given by 
the petitioner to one of its customers are the 


commission given subsequent to sales. The 
Authority, therefore, disallows discounts on this 
account, 

Claims made: 

c. Inland freight: The exporter has claimed inland 
freight on the basis of total expenditure incurred 
on account of inland freight and all sales made 
by the company in the domestic market. 

Examination by the Authority: 

The Authority has allowed adjustment on this 
account as the same is based on the inland freight 
incurred by the petitioner on sales made in the home 
market. 

Claim made: 

d. Interest: The petitioner has claimed that it has 
sold goods on credit to some of its customers in 
Thailand, cost of which should be deducted from 
the selling prices on the basis of average credit 
period for all sales in Thailand. 

Examination by the Authority: 

The Authority has allowed adjustment on this 
account as the same is based on the credits extended 
by the petitioner on sale made in the home market. 

The Authority however, finds that the exports made 
to India also had some credit. The Authority, 
therefore, requested relevant infonmation from the 
petitioner and has considered price adjustment on 
account of credit sales in case of exports to India 
also. 

Claims made: 

e. Guarantee Commission to cover risk: It has 
been claimed that the company has to bear 
expenditure for getting guarantee from one of 
its customers, cost of which should be reduced 
from the selling prices on the basis of total 
commission paid by the company and sales made 
in the domestic market. 

Examination of the Authority: 

The Authority has allowed adjustment on this 
account as the same is based on the axpenditure 
incurred by the petitioner on sale made in the 
home market. 

10. Export price: The petitioner has claimed export 
price on the basis of average of the CIF export 
price for all exports made to India. The petitioner 
has furnished transaction wise details of exports 
made to India. The petitioner has disclosed the 
following price adjustment from the CIF export 
price: 

Claims made: 

a. Overseas freight and insurance: The exporter 
has claimed overseas freight and marine 
insurance on the basis of average freight payable 
for exports to India. 
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Examination of the Authority: 

The Authority has allowed adjustment on this 
account as the same is based on the expenditure 
incurred by the petitioner on exports to India. 

Claims made: 

b. Inland freight: The petitioner has claimed 
adjustment on account of inland transportation 
of acrylic fibre in Thailand. 

Examination of the Authority: 

The Authority has allowed adjustment on this 
account as the same is based on the expenditure 
incurred by the petitioner on exports to India. 

Claims made: 

c. Port charges and clearing & forwarding: The 
exporter has claimed adjustment on these 
accounts on the basis of the invoices raised by 
the shipper. 

Examination the Authority: 

The Authority has allowed adjustment on this 
account as the same is based on the expenditure 
incurred by the petitioner on exports to India. 

11. The dumping margin on the above basis comes to 
7.86% of export price. 

E. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

12. The relevant factors to decide whether the anti¬ 
dumping duties in force should be continued or not 
are the dumping margin and the extent of injury 
without considering the prevailing anti-dumping 
duty. The Authority has reassessed the fair selling 
price for the Indian producers, for which sufficient 


information was furnished by Indian Acrylics Ltd., 
Pasupati Acrylon Ltd. and Consolidated Fibre & 
Chemicals Ltd. It is found that the landed value of 
imports in the investigation period were lower than 
the fair selling price of the domestic industry in case 
the anti-dumping duty in force is not considered. 
The Authority, therefore, holds that the injury to 
the domestic industry would recur in case the anti¬ 
dumping duty in force are revoked. 

F. FINAL FINDINGS 

13. The Authority concludes, after considering the 
foregoing, that: 

a. Acrylic fibre originating in or exported by Thai 
Acrylic Fibre Co, Ltd. has been exported to India 
below its normal value; 

b. The domestic industry would suffer material 
injury in case the anti-dumping duty in force is 
removed. 

c. The inujury would be from imports from Thai 
Acrylic Fibre Co., Ltd. 

14. It is considered appropriate to continue imposition 
of anti-dumping duty on imports of on exports of 
acrylic fibre originating in or exported from 
Thailand. The anti-dumping duty shall be Rs. 5039 
per MT. 

15. Subject to above, the final findings notified vide 
notification dated 14 Oct., 1997 are unaltered. 

16. An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, 
Excise and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in 
accordance with the Act supra. 

RATHIVINAY JHA, Designated Authority 
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